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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 12/06/10 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 25, 17-22, 26, 34, 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, 
or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

4. Newly amended claim 25 recites, "guide information containing guide point data". 
Applicant's published specification at section 0054 indicates that the claimed, "guide point data" 
constitutes "offset data for enlarged intersection area map data AND audio data". The meaning 
of "audio data" is well known in the art; however the meaning of "offset data for enlarged 
intersection area map data" is not known or even provided in applicant's disclosure. As such the 
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newly amended claims do not provide support for an enabling disclosure under 1 12 first 
paragraph. 

Steps (c ) and (e) of claim 25 are further rejected for not being enabled in the 
specification because of the recitation of "guide information" which interpreted to be the rejected 
" guide point data" as disclosed in sec 0054 of the specification. 

The dependent claims are rejected for depending on a rejected base claim. 

5. Claims 25, 17-22, 26, 34, 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. 

Independent claim 25 has been amended to read: 

"(d) a step in which the information distribution center transmits to the information 
terminal all of the route information for the recommended route contained in a result of the route 
search calculation at once , the first piece of the guide information after the transmission of all of 
the route information , and the second piece of the guide information after the transmission of the 
first piece of the guide information separately from the first piece of the guide information;". 

There is no support in the original disclosure for the claimed limitations. 

This is new matter. 

The dependent claims are rejected for depending on a rejected base claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 25, 26, 34, 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ito 
etal (6314369). 

REMARK: Since applicant has no support for the newly amended claims, the above 
claims have been rejected based on interpretation of the contents of the specification and 
drawings. 

Regarding claim 25, Ito et al (abstract; figs. 12-33) discloses a route guidance method for 
providing route guidance by exchanging information related to a recommended route from a start 
point to a destination (col. 13, lines 20-36; col. 25, lines 64 to col. 26, lines 14) between an 
information terminal 100 and an information distribution center 150, comprising: 

(a) a step in which the information terminal 100 transmits information indicating the start 
point and the destination to the information distribution center 150 (col. 13, lines 20-36; col. 25, 
lines 64 to col. 26, lines 14); 

(b) a step in which the information distribution center 100 obtains route guide 
information including route information containing nodes (nodes; col. 36, lines 14-20; road index 
data, road length, road size, road number, road image, etc; col. 29, lines 29-44; col. 36, lines 13- 
19) representing the recommended route and guide information containing guide point data (e.g. 
intersections CO, CI, C2, etc, segmented data; col. 28, lines 21-39; voice data for travelling 
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direction, intersection data, guidance marks; col. 36, lines 21-29) for the recommended route, by 
which a driver is guided at a guide point for the recommended route, through a route search 
calculation, the guide information including at least a guidance for advancing direction at the 
guide point (voice data for travelling direction, intersection data, guidance marks; col. 36, lines 
21-29) on the recommended route; 

(c) a step in which the information distribution center 100 extracts a first piece of the 
guide information (see segmented data including first piece B2; col. 29, lines 9-28; fig. 16) for an 
area of the recommended route near the start point with a remaining portion of the guide 
information for a remaining area of the recommended route being defined as a second piece of 
the guide information (see segmented data including second piece B3; col. 29, lines 9-28; fig. 16, 
figs. 15A-E); and 

(d) a step in which the information distribution center 150 transmits to the information 
terminal 100 the route information contained in a result of the route search calculation, the first 
piece of the guide information (see segmented data including first piece B2; col. 29, lines 9-28; 
fig. 16) after the transmission of the route information (nodes; col. 36, lines 14-20; road index 
data, road length, road size, road number, road image, etc; col. 29, lines 29-44; col. 36, lines 13- 
19; figs. 16, 26), and the second piece of the guide information (see segmented data including 
second piece B3; col. 29, lines 9-28; fig. 16, figs. 15A-E) after the transmission of the first piece 
of the guide information separately from the first piece (see segmented data including first piece 
B2; col. 29, lines 9-28; fig. 16) of the guide information; and 

(e) a step in which the information terminal starts the route guidance (col. 28, lines 51- 
59) upon receiving the route information and the first piece of the guide information (see 
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segmented data including first piece B2; col. 29, lines 9-28; fig. 16) from the information 
distribution center 100. 

The prior art Ito teaches that embodiments of figs 24-33 could be combined with 
embodiments of figs. 12-23. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to combine the embodiments depending on route configurations and a needed capacity a 
database (col. 35, lines 31-47; lines 66 to col. 36, lines 29) and amount of data required for route 
guidance. 

Regarding claim 26, Ito et al (abstract; figs. 12-33) discloses the route guidance method 
according to claim 25, wherein the guide information includes a guidance for advancing 
direction at each guide point on the recommended route (see e.g. voice data for travelling 
direction, intersection data, guidance marks; col. 36, lines 21-29). 

Regarding claim 34, Ito et al (abstract; figs. 12-33) discloses the route guidance method 
according to claim 25, wherein the guide point data includes at least one of enlarged map data 
and audio data (e.g. intersections CO, CI, C2, etc, segmented data; col. 28, lines 21-39; voice 
data for travelling direction, intersection data, guidance marks; col. 36, lines 21-29). 

Regarding claim 36, Ito et al (abstract; figs. 12-33) discloses the route guidance method 
according to claim 25, wherein the step (c) is performed when a distance between the starting 
point and the destination is not smaller than a predetermined value (col. 29, lines 9-28; fig. 16, 
figs. 15A-E). Ito determines the length or distance between start and destination. The distance 
between the start and destination as taught by Ito is obviously greater than zero i.e. it is not 
smaller than zero. Thus it would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that the distance taught by Ito is not smaller than a predetermined value. 
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8. Claims 17-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ito et al 
(6314369) in view of Ahrens et al (2002/0010542) and further in view of Bruner et al (7243134). 
REMARK: Since applicant has no support for the newly amended claims, the above 
claims have been rejected based on interpretation of the contents of the specification and 
drawings. 

Regarding claim 17, Ito et al (abstract; figs. 12-33) discloses the route guidance method 
according to claim 25, further comprising: 

(iii) a step in which, the information distribution center receives the request (col. 13, lines 
20-36; col. 25, lines 64 to col. 26, lines 14). 

Ito did not particularly disclose that a user is informed of the download period required to 
download route information. However, Ahrens et al (section 0113) teaches of (i) a step in which 
a user is informed of an estimated period of time required for downloading route guide 
information determined based upon a physical quantity indicating a data size of the route guide 
information. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Ito as taught by Ahrens for the purpose of effectively 
downloading navigation data for storage media. 

Ito and Ahrens disclose steps (i) and (iii) as indicated above but did not disclose that 
route installments are transmitted according to an instruction by the user. However, Bruner 
teaches of a route guidance method including (ii) a step in which an information terminal 22 
transmits a request to an information distribution center 24 to transmit the route guide 
information in installments (SI, according to an instruction by the user (col. 10, lines 17-37; col. 
11, lines 57 to col. 12, lines 4, lines 31-40). Based on a user's preference, the user sets a size 
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limit of data memory for downloading data. If the memory size set by the user is smaller than 
the size of route data to be transmitted, the information terminal 22 will transmit a request to the 
information distribution center 24 to transmit the route guide information in installments. On the 
other hand, if the memory size set by the user is larger than the size of route data to be 
transmitted, the information terminal 22 will transmit a request to the information distribution 
center 24 to transmit the route guide information as a whole file. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Ito and Ahrens as taught by Brunei- for the purpose of 
effectively downloading navigation data to limit costs, save memory capacity, and to obey 
regulation (Bruner, col. 14, lines 59-67; col. 15, lines 45-67). Bruner further discloses that 
embodiments in its disclosure are combinable, thus it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine the embodiments as taught. 

Regarding claim 18, Ito et al (abstract; figs. 12-33) discloses the route guidance method 
according to claim 17, wherein the guide information includes at least a guidance for advancing 
direction at each guide point on the recommended route (see e.g. voice data for travelling 
direction, intersection data, guidance marks; col. 36, lines 21-29). 

Regarding claim 19, Ito et al (abstract; figs. 12-33) discloses the route guidance method 
according to claim 18, wherein the portion of the guide information corresponding to the area 
near the start point includes guide information for a block extending from the start point to a next 
guide point (see fig. 15; col. 28, lines 51-59). 

Regarding claim 20, Ito as modified by Ahrens disclose the route guidance method 
according to claim 17, wherein the data size of the route guide information is a data size of the 
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guide information or a number of guide points contained in the guide information (Ito discloses 
size of route guide in fig. 17 and guide points e.g. landmark in fig. 18). Thus it would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

Regarding claim 21, Ito et al (abstract; figs. 12-33) discloses the route guidance method 
according to claim 17, wherein after starting the route guidance, the information terminal 
transmits to the information distribution center a request for the second piece of the guide 
information, and the information distribution center extracts and transmits the second piece of 
the guide information (see figs. 16, 20, 21; col. 30, lines 60 to col. 31, lines 13, lines 58 to col. 32 
lines 12). The embodiments in Ito are combinable taught, thus it would be obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art. 

Regarding claim 22, Ito et al (abstract; figs. 12-33) discloses the route guidance method 
according to claim 21, wherein each time the request for the second piece of the guide 
information is received, the information distribution center transmits guide information extracted 
in a unit corresponding to a guide point to the information terminal (see figs. 16, 20, 21; col. 30, 
lines 60 to col. 31, lines 13, lines 58 to col. 32 lines 12). The embodiments in Ito are combinable 
taught, thus it would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 12/6/10 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant has amended the claims adding new limitations therein. However, applicant 
does not show support for the newly added limitations in the claims. Applicant argues that the 
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prior art does not disclose the newly amended limitations. The examiner respectfully disagrees 
because the amended claims do not themselves provide an enabling disclosure. 

10. Newly amended claim 25 recites, "guide information containing guide point data". 
Applicant's published specification at section 0054 indicates that the claimed, "guide point data" 
constitutes "offset data for enlarged intersection area map data AND audio data". The meaning 
of "audio data" is well known in the art; however the meaning of "offset data for enlarged 
intersection area map data" is not known or even provided in applicant's disclosure. As such the 
newly amended claims do not provide support for an enabling disclosure under 1 12 first 
paragraph. 

Steps (c ) and (e) of claim 25 are further rejected for not being enabled in the 
specification because of the recitation of "guide information" which interpreted to be the rejected 
" guide point data" as disclosed in sec 0054 of the specification. 

The dependent claims are rejected for depending on a rejected base claim. 

1 1 . Further, independent claim 25 has been amended to read: 

"(d) a step in which the information distribution center transmits to the information 
terminal all of the route information for the recommended route contained in a result of the route 
search calculation at once , the first piece of the guide information after the transmission of all of 
the route information , and the second piece of the guide information after the transmission of the 
first piece of the guide information separately from the first piece of the guide information;". 

There is no support in the original disclosure for the claimed limitations. 

This is new matter. 

The dependent claims are rejected for depending on a rejected base claim. 
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Since applicant has no support for the newly amended claims, the above claims have 
been rejected based on interpretation of the contents of the specification and drawings. 
It is believed that the rejections are proper. They thus stand. 

Communication 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RONNIE MANCHO whose telephone number is (571)272-6984. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs: 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tran Khoi can be reached on 571-272-6919. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Ronnie Mancho 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3664 

/Ronnie Mancho/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3664 
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